T O H O N O R T H E C O N T R I B U T I O N S
of significant persons, the academic world has at its disposal any number of award mechanisms. Most ubiquitous are items that become the private property of the recipient, including honorary degrees, all manner of chronometers, and countless variations of engraved decorative icons.
Once bestowed, the gift and recipient are often relinquished to a restive setting, removed from the currents they once occupied.
In the hierarchy of academic acknowledgment, being honored with a collection of essays generally indicates that a person's legacy is lasting and relevant. Unlike acknowledgments that inhabit personal spaces, these works reside in the public domain and serve as a perpetual reminder of past accomplishment and contribution.
And so it is with this volume that pays tribute to two pioneers in the history of psychology, John A. Popplestone and Marion White
McPherson.
Their founding of the Archives of the History of American Psychology at the University of Akron in 1965 was a watershed event in the history of psychology in the twentieth century. In bringing together the primary sources in the history of psychology, they brought a new legitimacy to the study of the subject. Historians of psychology had a place to hang their hat, historiography gained muscle, and scholarship broadened.
To honor their legacy a festschrift conference was convened at were their university office and historians of psychology their students.
Indeed their reach was far and wide, touching not only the lives of individual scholars but also shaping the corpus of the new history of psychology that was emerging in the 1960s. Shepherding this new movement from its infancy through the century's end, they created, challenged, provoked, and persevered to leave a record that has no equal.
Who better then to begin this volume than the founders themselves, As with any selected work the reader is free to read at will, the essays offering insights into a myriad of issues familiar to anyone who has reached for an archival folder or considered the provenance of an artifact.
As one considers these diverse and informing essays, what emerges is a sense of the journey available through archival research. The panoply of available methods reminds us that historiography is dynamic and continually open to new interpretation and knowledge. The ways in which individual writers collate archival elements to produce a coherent narrative also reminds us that such undertakings are a human endeavor, capable of inducing a range of affect and experience. It seems fair to say that the journey is a satisfying one. The genre of historical biography is well represented in the papers of Professors Ludy T. Benjamin Jr., C. James Goodwin, and Leila Zenderland.
Interestingly, each of the biographical subjects is part of a cohort whose careers reached full stride in the second and third decades of the twentieth century. Benjamin shows in detail how a seeming paradox of identity can be unfolded through an examination of personal and professional personas. Goodwin offers a perspective on the use of personal diaries, illustrating that the vagaries of autobiographical note taking can offer valuable insights into the interaction of person and place. Expanding the scope, Zenderland carefully walks the reader through the steps involved in deconstructing social policy to reveal the influence of the personal, professional, and political.
Just as biography provides rich historical narrative, so too do the tensions in the culture at large. The essay offered by Professor Hendrika Vande Kemp illustrates how one can take on a topic of massive proportions and in the process distill some essential facts and provide credence to areas of neglected historical analysis.
Professor Ryan D. Tweney treats object as subject in a fascinating piece in which the instruments and apparatus of psychology provide the raw data for considering transformations in the ways in which knowledge is generated, analyzed, and interpreted. Here, we would like to boast a little about what has happened in the archives. Quantifying growth is easily done: from nothing to more than twenty-seven hundred linear feet of documents ready for use, more than fifteen thousand photographic records, over six thousand test records, and so forth. But these statistics, like so many numbers, tell a story only in one language without a contextual, interpretative setting.
In these years since the beginning we have become a different institution, existing in different times, serving a different population and reflecting a different psychology. For openers, the collection policy announced in 1965 was embedded in the social and intellectual unrest of those times. For example, the 1970 Kent State shootings were only twelve miles away from the Akron campus and closed it down while the second annual meeting of Cheiron was being held with the AHAP as host.
We specified at the beginning that we would be interested only in North American psychologists, not European or other nationxii Introduction alities and not in psychiatry, psychoanalysis, or anything else, and that this restriction was not a narrow nationalism but only a means of limiting our focus. We also said that our interest was in the whole field of psychology and in all psychologists. That is, we are not going to be elitist in terms of people and not hierarchical in terms of kinds of psychological activity.
One of the considerations here was that, traditionally, most archival programs were in academic settings, which meant that academic psychologists were more likely to have a place that would be interested in their papers (the program at Harvard was the exemplary example). But those psychologists who were employed in nonacademic settings, particularly those in the independent practice of psychology, were quite unlikely to have someplace where their papers would be welcomed and protected. This policy of inclusion by AHAP was in contrast to many older historical and archival interests that tended to be restricted to "important" people, places, and events. In the spirit of the 1960s we were to be egalitarian, reflecting a psychology that was pluralistic in content and diverse in membership. By and large we have stayed with this definition, but we are now a little less interested in typical people-although they are still represented-and we are a little more sophisticated, we hope, in predicting what historians in the future are going to find of interest. What is called "important" today will be of interest tomorrow. And the obscure tends to remain so.
One special collecting project that reflects this attitude began in the earliest days and was only terminated in 1997. We had selected six people, neither stellar nor obscure, as typical faculty members, and asked them to save whatever came across their desks; everything that a typical faculty member had to deal with in our times. Gradually, most lost interest and Introduction xiii dropped out, but one conscientious person lasted from the start of the project until his retirement. This is a unique record, which we hope some historians in the future will find immensely interesting.
At Mystic Seaport in Connecticut is a pavilion devoted to an exhibit called "Neptune's Attic." The seaport administration explains that although its collecting policy is now very specific and focused, it was not always thus, and all sorts of interesting, but irrelevant, things have washed ashore-as it were-and ended up there. This exotica is "Neptune's Attic."
We could almost do the same thing, "Psychology's Attic," from some of the surplus things we have found embedded in the papers of psychologists.
For example, we could include a large collection of items related to Edward Muybridge, the early photographer of movement, a collection of California wine bottle labels, a lock of Rosalie Rayner's hair, the altimeter of Wolfgang Köhler, and an eight-ball which a speaker liked to place on the podium before beginning his remarks. We were almost offered Einstein's brain, but wiser counsel prevailed. (Actually we would have declined since he was not an American psychologist.) We do have the complete records of obtaining a degree from a Florida diploma mill, from application through dissertation to the final conferring of the Ph.D. in counseling psychology with subsequent membership in APA.
We are still trying to represent the whole of psychology and the diversity of the people who do psychology, but we also recognize that the task is different today from what it was when we began. For openers, there are simply many more psychologists in whom we have to be interested than there were extant then. To underline this, and using APA as the example, in 1965 there were twenty-three interest divisions, and by 1999 there were fifty-two. The field has grown and diversified. The 23,500 APA members of 1965 are overwhelmed by the more than 155,000 who belong today. In a relatively short time, the American Psychological Society (APS) has formed and grown to include some 15,000 members.
Many more archival programs exist today than in 1965. Then it was a rare university, hospital, or clinic that had an archival program. Now many institutions do, and they stand ready to help preserve records that would have perished, except for our efforts. Today many records can receive excellent care at home. We still feel that we can give a psychologist special xiv Introduction treatment and understanding, but we also are happy to learn that a collection is well housed elsewhere when we do not receive it.
J. E. Wallace Wallin, who was ninety-three years old at the time of his death in 1969, left his papers to the University of Delaware, his alma mater-an appropriate bequest. However, we had a call from the archivist at Delaware one day asking us if we might be interested in accessioning the Wallin papers. His reason was that they simply could not make any sense out of them; they seemed to be in no order with which they could deal.
What he was really saying was that the papers of this psychologist did not fit the usual archival expectation, partly because they were psychological and partly because of Wallin's career and personality. My answer was that we would take on Wallin if the family agreed with the transfer. Wallin's daughter did agree, and the transfer was made. Later when she came to visit Akron, and saw the inventory and the gray boxes that held her father's papers, she was pleased.
Another anecdote indicates the special quality of care that we can give.
One of our student workers came to one of us one day with a typescript From the beginning, the mission of the archives was providing protection and service where it would otherwise be missing. There was never an intention to dominate the field, to corner the market of manuscript materials in psychology. But in those early days fewer resources were available to psychologists, and we had to do more for the field simply because no one else was helping us. In the first years in particular, we heard repeated horror stories when one of us arrived too late. "Dad burned everything," or, "I just could not keep all that stuff so it was thrown out," and, "when Mother went into the nursing home we closed the house down and those things must have gone then." We hope that today we have forestalled some of that sort of destruction.
In 1965 we were novices and Akron was an obscure midwestern uni- The arrival of the historians is changing the field. Psychologists writing about psychology are generally friendly and tolerant of their field and its problems, but the outsider looking in is sometimes hostile, negative, and even seems to see psychology as an enemy. These people take Foucault seriously. However, they are a highly sophisticated group and bring new points of view to the field. One of these people describes himself as a member of the loyal opposition. Perhaps that says it as well as anything else.
Thirty-five years ago the members of Division 26 and most of the members of Cheiron, but not all, were self-taught historians coming to the field with only a rough and ready knowledge of historiographic techniques and skills. Many of them wrote very good history, did use primary sources, and managed to create a discipline that was very different from the history of psychology that had been too frequent prior to 1965.
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Over the years, some of the questions we are asked have been repeated, but sometimes the answers change. "Is the collection on microfilm?" and "Are you on the web?" are two similar questions still being asked. Microfilm is not really seen as a solution to any of our problems. It fades, gets a disease, and generally does not have the kind of permanence that paper and ink possess. Also, a confidential item in a file can be pulled from a box before the box is given to a patron and returned when it goes back on the shelf, regaining its position in the collection.
What kind of permanence do the archives have? Will they outlast your en
We are especially careful about confidential material. The donor may stipulate that certain items are to be closed under various conditions and may also specify the level, or time, when they may be inspected, copied, or quoted. Or we may decide that some material is simply too sensitive, for the present, to be made public. We maintain that one does not lose one's privacy simply by being dead. And one's associates and family have the same rights. Because we are not a governmental agency, like the Library of Congress, we may restrict access, and our legal department is even touchier about these things than we are. 
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Lastly there is an aesthetic side to all this. People like to hold in their hand the real document, the thing itself, and staring at a ground glass screen is not the same thing. So we have no expectation, at the present, to go to microfilm. The saving in space would be the compelling reason to use it, and we do not feel that this has come yet.
We are in the process of computerizing the inventory and other finding aids. It is a significant undertaking and one that will meet the needs of our donors and patrons.
Popplestone's favorite question still being asked is "How did you ever get an idea like this?" said with an inflection that says "how come a dork like you is able to come up with something so splendid?" He has answered this question so frequently that it seems redundant to answer it again but perhaps we should.
In 1965, we were both identifiable as clinical psychologists; our teaching and research were concerned with personality, mental retardation, and psychometrics. Teaching was in the clinical area. But the head of the department asked one of us to teach the history of psychology course, which was far from our main interests and not an area of special expertise. But, on the other hand, we are not afraid of history, or of the past either. In 1965, after about four years of teaching a course in history, one of us complained that there was a very low standard of what passed for research in the field and predicted that unless the historians began to use primary sources and had archival material available, a field of respectable historical writing would never exist.
A mutual friend had been involved in the recent establishment of the Archives of American Art, and that interesting project probably helped to suggest a psychology archives. Also we were reminded many years later of an article in the American Psychologist signed "Historiophile" (actually Saul Rosenzweig) which urged a psychological museum. But that was not in consciousness at the time, and neither the earlier Rafi Khan nor the David Boder "museum" attempts were known to us.
In any case, the dean, who was an historian, authorized pursuit of the evoke the physical and psychological examinations. But the staff were not able to find the tests that had been given. Manuals and descriptions abound, but the actual objects did not. Then a friend of the Ellis Island exhibit staff suggested they try Akron. We had the tests-in fact we had enough extras that we could lend Ellis Island what was needed. We have not been out to see the restored station but an article in LIFE magazine did illustrate the "Ship Test" we loaned them, although it did not give us credit. So we are awaiting the chance to see it. Neither of us has an Ellis Island experience in our families-we came in by another route-but this does mean that we now can share some of this part of the history of America with so many others.
In another, not particularly psychological experience, we were asked to make available some of the genealogical charts that had been prepared by the staff of the Vineland Training School and known as "The JacksonWhites." The genealogies of the Jukes family and the Kallikak family were once "evidence" of the familial occurrence of social inadequacy. The Jackson-Whites are another such family, although not as well-known as xx Introduction the Kallikaks and the Jukes. We received an inquiry from a professional genealogist hired by the Ramapough Mountain Indians who were trying to achieve acknowledgment by the federal government as an Indian tribe.
The genealogist asked to be allowed to examine the charts since they were believed to provide important information on the ancestry of their tribal members. A letter urging us to allow the genealogist to have access came from Ronald Redbone Van Dunk, chief, Ramapough Mountain Indian Tribe. We were happy to give access, once our legal department gave us clearance, and we wrote to Chief Van Dunk to assure him of our cooperation. We had never before written to an Indian chief and none of the We are frequently approached by the producers of television programs, particularly educational television, for help with visuals, photographs, and film clips. They are delightful people to work with, and it is something of a thrill to give things to them because of the potentially huge impact. If a scholar uses our materials and they are seen by a few hundred other scholars that is just fine-that is our main reason for existence, after all. But when a single film clip is going to be seen by millions and have the potential for influencing them for the better, it is really having impact.
What financial support do the archives receive?
Strangely, the question about "the bottom line" which dominates the thinking of the staff of the archives is rarely of concern to the inquiring consumer-donor. Perhaps the worth of the project seems so self-evident that the question does not seem salient. However, to those of us who are intimately concerned with operation and execution, money is important and rare.
Through the years the University of Akron has generously provided our salaries, supplies and services, travel, and space, heat, maintenance, and auxiliary services (like audio visual support), just as for an academic department. We have never been overwhelmed by surplus abundances but, on the other hand, the university has allowed us the basic subsistence budget without which nothing would have taken place. However, the amount of work does increase every year, intake is sometimes a little over- We generate funds by selling photographs to book publishers and others. Some publication royalties are assigned to us. One of these is an AHAPbased publication, An Illustrated History of American Psychology. It has gone through two English language printings, as well as an abridgement in Japanese. And over the years we have had spontaneous gifts from organizations and individuals who have felt that we deserve help. Some psychologists have included the archives in their wills, and one has even made the archives his heir.
In order to structure these spontaneous gifts, an organization, "The Friends of the Psychology Archives," was initiated in 1995. The friends have sent a mail solicitation every year since, and the annual gifts are now a major support of the work, particularly in providing the salaries of our student workers who prepare the finding aids.
In 1965 when the field of the history of psychology took a great leap forward with the creation of the journal, the division, and the opening of a special subject matter archive, we all felt that maturity, if not here now, was soon to be obtained. At the archives we were sure that the directed preservation of primary materials was a necessary and perhaps even sufficient condition for the writing of good history. The field is certainly much better now than it was in 1965, and we think that most of us would allow a prediction that it will be even better in the future. But we must also entertain the proposition that an ideal history may never exist. Perhaps our goals and aspirations can never be fully experienced. This is not a statement of pessimism but simply one of looking at our record with some pride-the idealism of 1965 may have been less mature than a present-day realization that perfection may be pursued but may not be apprehended.
